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had stated that the instigator of the attempt was Aqa Mirza, a son of
Dilavar Khan, of TayimanL1 Pere Bazin2 and Dr. Lerch,3 both of
whom should have been well informed and who could have had no reason
to misrepresent what had occurred, firmly believed in the prince's innocence.

When Nadir at length came to the conclusion that Rida Quli was guilty,
he summoned him from Tehran and accused him of the crime* The
prince repeatedly denied that he was guilty, but his pleas were disregarded.
After reflecting for some time and consulting his advisers, Nadir decided
to punish his son by blinding him. The sentence was carried out in his
presence and of that of a number of his nobles, many of whom he after-
wards put to death because they had not offered to undergo the punishment
in place of the prince.4 Nadir is said to have been so overcome with grief
after this terrible scene that he retired to his tent and did not reappear
for three days. Malcolm, quoting from some unspecified MS,, states
that Nadir, after his son had been blinded, informed him that his crimes
had brought this terrible punishment upon him. The prince bitterly
retorted : "It is not my eyes that you have put out, but those of Persia. "*

To sum up, one is, it would seem, justified in believing that Rida Quit
was, in reality, innocent; his extremely foolish behaviour, however>
had undoubtedly lent some colour to the insinuations and allegations against
him, and it was his misfortune that his trial (if so it may be termed) took
place at a time when Nadir was greatly embittered by reason of his reverses
at the hands of the Lazgis, and when there was no 'Alavi Khan at hand to
exert a restraining influence. Had Nik Qadam been caught red-handed
immediately after he had fired at Nadir, it is possible that the prince might
have escaped punishment and that he might not even have been accused
at all6

When Rida Quli had sufficiently recovered, he was, at his own request,
sent to Mashhad.

In November, 1742, Nadir set out for the aorth, with the intention,

1 T.N., p. 230.

* Of. tit., p. 292 ; Bajrin, after asserting his belief in Rida Quli's innocence, said :  "Mais an

Tribunal d'un Usurpateur le soup^on vaut la preuve.0
1 Op. dt.t p. 400.   Hanway (Vol. IV, p. 210), Brafeshchev (pp. 477 and 478), 'Abdtil-Karim

Bukhari (p. 49} and (as seen above) Muhammad Ka?im believed that the prince was guilty.
4 Bazin, p. 292.   According to Muhammad Kazim (K,N., p. 6n), Nadir, after secluding himself

for two days, mounted his throne, summoned Ms leaders and violently upbraided them

for not having endeavoured to intercede on behalf of his son,   " There is not/* he cried,

" any (good) quality or any feeling of religion or nobility in the tribe of the Persians. , , .

When I was overcome with anger, I ordered three or four of you to be put to death, but

the shame will always remain."

* Malcolm, Vol. II, p. 97, and the Mafto'u'sh-Shams, Yd. II, p. 17.   Mufcammad Kajim has

a slightly different version: some days after the blinding had been earned out. Nadir
visited his son. Both wept; then Rida Quli said: " Although thou hast removed my
eyes from their sockets, be not heedless of the fact that thou hast plucked out thy own
eyes and ruined thy career,"

* It is stated in the Sayan (fol. 99 (b)) that Nadir was perfectly calm ajfter the attempt on his

life, and that he resolved to punish no one until after a full investigation had been made.
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